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Honorable Thomas S. Foley
House of Representatives
1201 Longworth House Office Building
Washington; D.C. 2051~

Dear Congressman Foley:
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This is in reply to your letter of March 3, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse imp~ct on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be inclUded in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final

Enciosures
cc:

Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)
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Sincerely,

1?r:i:~§-
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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Honorable Thomas S. Foley
House of Representatives· .
1201 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Foley:

This is in reply to your letter of March 3. 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235. 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyis~s. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

Your constituents'
We expect final

Enclosures
cc:

Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)

DFertig/RShiben:/gb/lm:PR

Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau

CNTL NO - 9301065
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THOtAAS S.·FOLEY
5TH DISTRICT, WASHINGTON

THE SPEAKER

PLEASE REPLY TO

CONGRESSIONAL OHICE .o 1201 LONGWORTH HOB·
WASHINGTON. DC 20515-4705

ARE" COQE (2021 22~-2~6·.

. ....

March 3, 1993

The Honorable James H. Quello
Acting Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

My dear Mr. Chairman:

PLEASE REPLY' TO

OISTR1CT OFFICES:o WEST 60 1 FIlIST AVENUE
SECOND FLOOR WEST

SPOKANE. WA 99204
AREA CODE (5091 353-2155

o . E. 12929 SPRAGUE·
SPOKANE. WA'99216-Q736

• AREA CODE 15091 926~4434

D., nW.MAIH
• WAUA. WALLA, WA 9936l-28Hk•
. AAFA CODE (S091 522-6372 . .

Enclosed are copies of letters that I received from several
of my constituents in Eastern Washington regarding their concern
over a proposed Federal Communications Commission rUling that
they believe would affect radio control frequencies in the 72-76
MHz band.

As you know, this band is shared by private land mobile
dispatch operations and model'airplane users. As such, my
constituents believe that the FCC proposal to split this
frequency into narrower bandwidths and rearrange the band plan
would greatly reduce the usability of these frequencies for model
airplane use.

Given the nature of their comments, I would appreciate your
taking steps to ensure that their points of view are given every
possible favorable consideration.

with best wishes.

~~:cere[

Thomas s. Foley.
Member of Congress

TSF:njv
Enclosures



Subject: Federal Communications 'Commission NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Dear Mr. Foley:
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I have constructed and operated radio controlled model airplanes
for over 20 years and own over $2,000.00 worth of radio equipment
which would be rendered unusable or at the best unsafe if PR
Docket 92-235 is adopted. I am very concerned that the rules
currently under consideration will result in dangerous
interference between radio control frequencies and the proposed
"mobile" frequencies.

The frequencies currently assigned for model use are in the 72-76
MHz band which is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However. the radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other. Under PR Docket 92-235 this will not be the case
as the frequencies will be split into narrower bands and the band
plan will be rearranged resulting in a loss of 31 frequencies for
the radio control of model airplanes and an increased risk of
serious accidents.

Please understand that the model airplanes that I fly are
expensive, weigh as much as ten pounds, operate at speeds of up
to 120 m.p.h. and are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death if radio interference causep the lose of
control of the aircraft. Therefore, I do not think it is wise
for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.

The FCC may not think that radio control modelers are as
important as business users of radios, but myself and other radio
control modelers have a considerable investment in models and
radio equipment. This investment is seriously threatened by PR
Docket 92-235.

Please help in the continued safe operation
models by not allowing the FCC to carry out
72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~K~.:t/~
Bernard J. Gill, Jr.
W 6922 Dogwood
Nine Mile Falls, WA

" .' Th~ Honorable Thomas S' FQ1~y ",'
" (l.s:.: Hous~ of Repr"'ese"nt'at'ives

Washington, D.C. 20515',·
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The Honorable Thomas Foley
1201 Longworth
House Office Building
Washington, C.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Foley:

Re: PR Docket 92-235

I have serious concerns regarding proposals being made in this document.
The radio controlled model aircraft hobby not only is important because
of its recreational aspects but, in addition, is frequently the initiator
of a life-long career in aeronautics. (Personally I know two Boeing
aeronautical engineers who began with a model airplane hobby). The pro
posed changes of this document (PR.Docket 92-235) would seriously damage
the possibilities both for recreational use and career interest develop
ment in the field of aviation.

More specifically, placing new frequencies for mobile phones, etc. that
bracket frequencies currently assigned for model aircraft use and allowing
them a frequency tolerance that could overlap model frequencies and also
allowing nearly four times the ~wer output of models could cause loss of
control of models with ensuing damage to not only the model but to the
public as well. These things would essentially make model flying impractical
for a large share of the current frequencies assigned to model aircraft.

Please register my strong opposition to the changes as proposed in this
document. I trust you will support amendments that will prevent the
serious problems the proposed changes could initiate.

Sinjerely ,

~~
Harold Ochs
428 S.E. 5th Street
College Place, WA 99324
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The Honorable Thomas Foley
Speaker of the House
U.S. House ofRepresc~ives
1201 Longworth ,HOB
Washington, DC 20515
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Mr. Speaker:

I have read that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is considering a rule change
that could have effects on a hobby of mine-that of operating radio controlled
model airplanes.

They have published a Notice ofProposed Rule ~laking(NP~inPR Docket 92-235 could
have the effect of screwing up the radio control equipment that I purctn\sed just two years ago so I
would be in compliance with the 1991 changes to our hobby that we agreed to after long and heated
debate with the FCC during the 1980's. Now due to pressures on the FCC by various user groups,
i.e., cellular phones, shortwave operators, etc.,. they fmd it necessary to go find additional channels for
them. I for one would like them to leave well enough alone. When I fly my mo'del airplane, I am
flying something that I have spent long hours building, painting and getting ready to get into the air let
alone the e~'Pensc of the kit, the paint, the covering, the radio contro~ the accessories, the fue~ the
battery and the list goes on. I have a lot of money and my time tied up here that could be destroyed
with the simple keying in of a mike or the use of a telephone that some hser is paying a few dollars a
month for. Ifyou would like to see some examples of the invest- ment I have described above, I
would invite you to visit Tht: Academy of i\lodel Aero-
nautics in Reston, VA. These are not TOYS, as has been stated by the FCC person proposing the
rule change, in many instances they are complete scale model replicas of the real aircraft and as such
are vcry valuable.

I know that you are busy with the demands of your office and after President Clinton's speech
to the N~tion last night you wilt be real busy with his proposals and the counterproposals from the
Republicans (the President's idea are good and merit our attention), but I implore you to use your good
office to see that the FCC is thwarted in their endeavors here.

We deserve a break from the FCC!

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

~~
Dibbrill V. Jamison
1417 S. Wubur
Walla Walla, WA 99362

c:~
1'0.
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The Honorable Tom Foley
1201 Longworth Bldg.
Washington. DC 20515

Dear Mr. Foley...
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:Wafta Walla. WA 99362
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Many of us in the flying models RIC fraternity are distressed that there is a proposal (PR
Docket 92-235) favoring mobil land phone users at our expense by infringing on frequencies
now authorized for our use. In recent years. the FCC gave us new frequencies to avoid
crowding and reduce accident potential. In reliance that these would be available. new
equipment has been developed by the industry and multiple thousands of radio-control sets
have been purchased. I personally have some 510.000 invested in the activity. which
constitutes my prime source of enjoyment as a retiree.

The RIC model airplane industry provides a wholesome. liesure activity for thousands of
individuals. and also supports thousands of jobs in producing. distributing and selling the
various equipment and related supplies. It would be a tremendous disservice to adversely
effect this significant economic activity with a restrictive shakeup of available frequencies.
as proposed. '

The proposal would nat only hamper the activity. but is downright dangerous. We now share
a frequency band also used for private land mobil dispatch operation. but our allotted
frequencies are spaced to allow safe ftying with the low wattage transmitters we use. If our
allotted frequencies are reduced in t. and their frequencies moved doser to ours. as
proposed. their more powerful transmitters could easily swamp our signals and totally disrupt
control of our flying craft. This would surely result in serious injury or death. damage to
others property and loss of several hundred dollars in the 1ypical plane. The liability would
essentially destroy RIC model plane activity since there is no control of mobil dispatch
transmission. A pass by a flying field could wreak terrible havoc..

Further. a significantproportion of the commercial aviation work force came from the ranks
of modelers. It benefits our country to encourage participation in model aviation. and
particularly the technical RIC end of it.

Please consider the above and allow our safe enjoyment of a marvelous pastime by nat
favoring the FCC'. proposal to adversely impad our frequency usage.
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DEAR \I'VVi.<> L-~' ,

" I HAV~, ~EE':N 'IN.tF~E·STED' IN AVIATioN FOR' AS LONG ,AS I CAN' RE,M£'MBER'~,
IN'FACT BEFOREI',KNEW' ABOUTGJ,~LS (IN-THE 1930's).:,-I AM NOW RETIRED 'FROM' .

.THB AI R P.ORCE 'AND .. DER':lVE, '~ANY ..~ HOURS: OF' ENJOYMENT ':,FROM',' CONSTRUCTrNG' AND:'
OPERATING 'RADIO CONTROL' r-lODEL AiRPLANES '. ' '," ',' .

, ,

I AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT PROPOSED RULES THAT ARE CURRENTLY
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE FEDERAL


